Dear Jerry, 6/12/93 

• When I awakened this morning I could not get my mind off of what that monster in 
more or less human form Lifton did in his threat to Hood. I've been thinking about it a 
bit more than I did when you told me as I was about to retire. I have a few suggestions. 

First of all, there is no rush in Hood's wasting more money on the Baltimore lawyers 
who know nothing about this specialty of the law. I think there also is no need to rush 
even an acknowledgement of his letter. And as I indicated, there eertainly is precedent 
that should be readily available. 

There also is well-established law relating to what I understand he claims, that he 

is damaged or hurt in some way by making Meagher's recpfds relating to him publicly avail- 
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able. On this as best a lawyer can have an opinion he has no basis at all for any suit. 
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And I think Lifton has no intent to sue. He is one of. those strange people who gets his 
kicks from hurting people. Or just thinking that he does. And were this nor true, he is 
limited to what his lawyer's costs could exceed if he files in California, to collecting 
Si 0,000. Otherwise he has to go to federal courts as I understand it. Hood does not do busi- 
ness in California, so he's have to sue in federal district court in Baltimore, and that 
would really give him costs. tv\. 'dn.wnd fay** f e At# AMrtAJi /vw 

What I am saying is that he has purposes other than suit in mind and One is denying 
anyone access to what Meagher has in her records about him. 

He is very much of a public figire. Under the Times case, Hew York, that it, a public 
figure has to show malice before being able to sue. 

^irn Garrison established |both Supreme Court cases) that even if public figures are 
damaged by public criticism those who sue can be punished " only if the speaker knew he was 
wrong or acted with reckless disregard of the truth. It happens I've just received a copy 
of a quotation of Justice Brennan's decision for the court: 

"Debate on public issues will not be uninhibited if the speaker must run the risk that 
it will be proved in coiilrt that he spoke out of hatred, even ±i he did speak out of hatred, 
utterances honestly believed contribute to free exchange of ideas and the ascertaining 
of truth. '.' 

$ot too long ago Mark Lane won a cade for the American ®azis (he has switched to that 
end . of the political spectrum) of Willis Carto’s Liberty lobby/ Spotlight when sued by E. 
Howard %t, the Watergater from the CIA 0 The case is hardly recognizable in Lanes' book 
Plausible Denial . The only issuers malice. The article otfer whichHunt sped was ^eally out- 
rageously false, I think on its face. But the court held that because the autor did have 
a large number of public sources for his writing, no matter how false they were it means 
there was no malice. 

So, if I may make a suggestion, it is that the lawyers in Baltimore not yet be giiien 
an opportunity to educate staff on that aspect of the law at food's not inconsiderable expnse. 
I think this can be wiped out in correspondence with Lifton. 




I would like to W rite Roger Feinman, who is a lawyer, and ask him. to research the law. 

He and Lifton have a real feud going and one of Lif ton’s motives, I believe, i& to 
inhibit what ^oge.r can write about him. In large part because of his attachment to Sylvia 
Roger has developed a strong, I think too strong, emotional involvement in getting back 
at Idfton for what he said about Sylvia, 

I am not suggesting correspondence like mine. I intended to provke Lifton as much as 
I could, with the intent of making a firm reoord.By coincidence just yesterday I wondered 
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i'jij he has been silent long enough for me to whire and chide ^ and insult him again. 

Th& kind of correspondence I suggest is calm and reasoned. I'll be glad to make sug- 
gestions or provide rough drafts after I see what the wretch said and wrote. 

If Lifton is not aware of it any lawyer does know that he is not immune if he files 
frivolous cases. ^ {LuJ-e // "3 

I carigt imggine that Lifton does not know that he has no cause of action. I also 
believe that he has not stated any to Hood and has merely made vague threats, his way • 

I also never dreamed, miserable a wretch as Ligffcon is, that he or others would 
seek to make problems for Mood, 

At the same time, I think Hood ought fiot run when some scoundrel wqnts to intimidate 
it. Refer back to Brennan's words. And if the word gets around that Hood can be intimi- 
dated, even just rushed to lawyers , more Liftonisms may be attracted, including by him* 
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He is as bright and' as £veil and as utterly unscrupulous and as determined as any character 
I can think of outside of some extreme fiction. Give him a finger and beforelong he'll have 
the arm 0 

Moreover, he can be seriously embarrassed fey what he has done, as he should have known 
when he did it unless he is out of control, fee all the odd bag known as critics are clam- 
moring for full disclosure, he seeks to suppress? 

Feinman told me that in hisnwriting he is not disclosing how he has copies of what 
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Sylvia said about Lifton.'I^net no contact at all with that sick crew, I am saying that 

I believe that Lifton does not know that Roger has copies from the deposit., I believe tha$ 

his threat may have been promoted by the AP story I've not seen. It thus could have had 

the purpose of intimidating Hood into denying access because he knows what Sylvia's records 

will show and he wants no others to have them. ^ 

p ehhaps alhfboul^ it is a very rough# draft, you, cjhrles or Barabara may want to 
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read what'Evaer* is to go over on Lifton* And, of course, my files are open and l have a 
1993 one on and about him. 




